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Mr’. George Lardner 
Washington Post 
1150 15 St., MW 
Washington, D.C. 20071 

De^r George, 

According to a radio news story last night, one of the nine categories of infroma- 
tion DJ wants to block from the North trial is where in Central America the CIA has 
stations. This is supposed to be a matter of s a£tional security. I've had this come up 
in FOIA cases and from them believe I know the boilerplated b.s. claim. It is that 
there is a distinction between what is general knowledge and official admissions. 

^n the absence of official admissions, it is alleged, there is no protest from the 
countries involved and with official admission there would be dire consequences. 

The gtkax maftor reason for the multitudinous denials of information I've experienced 
is embarrassment. Next is harassment. 

However, the CIA itself has disclosed the existence of its stations and it has 
authorized others to disclose them. Others include the FBI and authors, like E. How ard 
n unt. It did approve such books as his and he did disclose where the CIA had stations. 

I think you'll find other books that required CIA clearance, which is approval, 
also include the locations of such stations. 

To make it safe the practise has been to have someone who does not have personal 
knowledge, like Thornburg, make the sworn statement. He thus is immune to a perftury 
allegation or charge. 

I do not know of a single instance in which disclosure of the existence of stations 
even under the most embarrassing circumstance has caused even a serious ripple in any 
international relations, one of the stock spook climB. Remember the scandal when it was 
officially disclosed that we operated the CIA in England? It was slightly embarrassing 
because of the niture of what was disclosed, the CIA's operation, but nothing happened. 

This boilerplated claim is so ridiculous assignment of the CIA's station chief in 
Moscow requires the KGB's approval and vice versa. 

Until someone cooked up this mess to withhold, and they've gotten away with it 
consistently in the courts, the CIA did disclose existence o£ is stations voluntarily. 

My first recollection of this is its first JFK assassination records disclosures of late 
1974 or early 1975 and included the Mexico City station. I recall that it authorized the 
FBI to disclose existence of its operations to me and I'm cldar on Italy and believe 
other countries were identified. 

Then the FBI took this up and got away with lif again to hide what is embarrassing. 
The illustrations are more numerous with the 1131 and as I think I mentioned to you, the 
courts let them get away with this even when I proved under oath that they had disclosed 
to me what they claimed had to be withheld and attached samples to my affidavits. 

Both have always filed and gotten away with false afidavits on these claims and when 
I attested in direct contradiction and it was material I was never charged with perjury. 

However, I was never before Gesell on any of those cases, and there were several. 

I doubt he is aware of this, or that Walsh is. 

The CIA has claimed the need to withhold the identification of a newspaper from 
which it had a news story on the ground disclosure would identify the fact of a station 
in that country. As I now recall this extended to bars and hotels. Harassment, I think. 

And the government is engaging in harassment in this case as well as seeking to hide 
what can be embarrassing. . . .I've been wondering if Gesell would appoint a master to 
review the claims to national security. 

Best, 


